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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Status 
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2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-finaL 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-22 remained pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1-22, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Sziklai 

et al (Hereinafter Sziklai U.S Pub: 20050080710). 

As per claim 1 , Sziklai discloses a method of producing a suspicious activity 
report, comprising: 

storing configuration information at a transaction processing device, wherein 
the configuration information configures the device to produce suspicious activity 
reports based on certain criteria, (see column 30 lines 26-30 and column 8 lines 25-41 
and column22 lines 12-20 and column 23 lines 65-67 and column 24 lines 1-24) 
receiving transaction information; 

determining, based on the transaction information and the certain criteria, 
whether a suspicious activity report is to be prepared; and 
generating a suspicious activity report containing at least some of the transaction 
information, (see column 30 lines 26-30 and column 8 lines 25-41 and column 22 lines 
12-20 and column 23 lines 65-67 and column 24 lines 1-24). 

As per claim 2, Sziklai discloses further comprising transmitting the suspicious 
activity report to authorities, (see column 30 lines 26-30 and column 8 lines 25-41 and 
column22 lines 12-20 and column 23 lines 65-67 and column 24 lines 1-24). 

As per claim 3, Sziklai discloses wherein transmitting the suspicious activity report 
to authorities comprises: 

collecting suspicious activity reports at a host computer system; and transmitting the 
collected suspicious activity reports to a computer system of the authorities, (see 
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column 30 lines 26-30 and column 8 lines 25-41 and column 22 lines 12-20 and column 
23 lines 65-67 and column 24 lines 1-24). 

As per claim 4, Sziklai discloses further comprising receiving additional information 
and including the additional information in the suspicious activity report, (see column 30 
lines 26-30 and column 8 lines 25-41 and column22 lines 12-20 and column 23 lines 65- 
67 and column 24 lines 1-24). 

As per claim 5, Sziklai discloses wherein generating a suspicious activity report 
comprises: 

printing a suspicious activity report having a portion of the additional information and 
also having blanks for receiving additional suspicious activity report information, (see 
column 30 lines 26-30 and column 8 lines 25-41 and column22 lines 12-20 and column 
23 lines 65-67 and column 24 lines 1-24). 

As per claim 6, Sziklai discloses wherein the certain criteria comprises a mandatory 
SAR threshold, (see column 30 lines 26-30 and column 8 lines 25-41 and column22 
lines 12-20 and column 23 lines 65-67 and column 24 lines 1-24). As per claim 7, 
Sziklai discloses wherein determining whether a suspicious activity report is to be 
prepared comprises comparing an amount of a transaction to the mandatory SAR 
threshold. .(Note abstract and see column 1 lines 52-67 and column 2 lines 1-9 and 
column 6 lines 66-67 and column 7 lines and 14 lines 20-35). 

As per claim 8, Sziklai discloses wherein the certain criteria comprises a SAR 
prompt threshold, (see column 30 lines 26-30 and column 8 lines 25-41 and column22 
lines 12-20 and column 23 lines 65-67 and column 24 lines 1-24). As per claim 

9, Sziklai discloses wherein determining whether a suspicious activity report is to be 
prepared comprises comparing an amount of a transaction to the SAR prompt 
threshold(see column 30 lines 26-30 and column 8 lines 25-41 and column22 lines 12- 
20 and column 23 lines 65-67 and column 24 lines 1-24). 

As per claim 10, Sziklai discloses wherein determining whether a suspicious 
activity report is to be prepared further comprises: 

displaying a prompt that asks an operator if he wants to prepare a suspicious activity 
report, and receiving a response to the prompt, (see column 30 lines 26-30 and column 



Application/Control Number: 10/658,844 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3692 

8 lines 25-41 and column22 lines 12-20 and column 23 lines 65-67 and column 24 lines 
1-24). 

As per claim 1 1 , Sziklai discloses wherein determining whether a suspicious 
activity report is to be prepared comprises determining whether an operator has elected 
to produce an on-demand SAR. (see column 30 lines 26-30 and column 8 lines 25-41 
and column22 lines 12-20 and column 23 lines 65-67 and column 24 lines 1-24). 

As per claim 12, Sziklai discloses further comprising printing a report relating to 
suspicious activity reports produced at the transaction processing device during a 
period of 3 time, (see column 30 lines 26-30 and column 8 lines 25-41 and column22 
lines 12-20 and column 23 lines 65-67 and column 24 lines 1-24). 

As per claim 13, Sziklai discloses wherein the transaction processing device is 
configured to print money orders, (see column 30 lines 26-30 and column 8 lines 25-41 
and column22 lines 12-20 and column 23 lines 65-67 and column 24 lines 1-24). 

As per claim 14, Sziklai discloses a transaction processing device, comprising: 
an input device arranged to receive transaction information and SAR 3 information, a 
display screen arranged to display information to an operator; and 
application software that programs the transaction device to: 
store configuration information, wherein the configuration information 
configures the device to produce suspicious activity reports based on certain criteria, 
receive transaction information, (see column 30 lines 26-30 and column 8 lines 25-41 
and column22 lines 12-20 and column 23 lines 65-67 and column 24 lines 1-24) 
determine based on the transaction information and the certain criteria, whether a 
suspicious activity report is to be prepared; and 

generate a suspicious activity report containing at least some of the transaction 
information, (see column 30 lines 26-30 and column 8 lines 25-41 and column22 lines 
12-20 and column 23 lines 65-67 and column 24 lines 1-24). 

As per claim 15, Sziklai discloses wherein the certain 
criteria comprises a mandatory SAR threshold, (see column 30 lines 26-30 and column 
8 lines 25-41 and column22 lines 12-20 and column 23 lines 65-67 and column 24 lines 
1-24). 
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As per claim 16, Sziklai discloses wherein the application 2software also programs 
the transaction device to compare an amount of a transaction to the mandatory SAR 
threshold, (see column 30 lines 26-30 and column 8 lines 25-41 and column22 lines 12- 
20 and column 23 lines 65-67 and column 24 lines 1-24). 

As per claim 17, Sziklai discloses wherein the certain criteria comprises a SAR 
prompt threshold, (see column 30 lines 26-30 and column 8 lines 25-41 and column22 
lines 12-20 and column 23 lines 65-67 and column 24 lines 1-24). As per claim 
18, Sziklai discloses wherein the application software also programs the transaction 
device to compare an amount of a transaction to the SAR prompt threshold, (see 
column 30 lines 26-30 and column 8 lines 25-41 and column22 lines 12-20 and column 
23 lines 65-67 and column 24 lines 1-24). As per claim 19, Sziklai discloses 
wherein the application software further programs the transaction device to: 
display .a prompt that asks an operator if he wants to prepare a suspicious activity 
report; and receive a response to the prompt, (see column 30 lines 26-30 and column 8 
lines 25-41 and column22 lines 12-20 and column 23 lines 65-67 and column 24 lines 1- 
24). 

As per claim 20, Sziklai discloses wherein the application software also programs 
the transaction device to determine whether an operator has elected to produce an on- 
demand SAR. (see column 30 lines 26-30 and column 8 lines 25-41 and column22 lines 
1 2-20 and column 23 lines 65-67 and column 24 lines 1 - As per claim 21 , 

Sziklai discloses wherein the application software further programs the transaction 
device to print a report relating to SARs produced at the transaction processing device 
during a period of time, (see column 30 lines 26-30 and column 8 lines 25-41 and 
column22 lines 12-20 and column 23 lines 65-67 and column 24 lines 1-24). 

As per claim 22, Sziklai discloses wherein the transaction processing device is 
configured to print money orders, (see column 30 lines 26-30 and column 8 lines 25-41 
and column22 lines 12-20 and column 23 lines 65-67 and column 24 lines 1-24). 

Conclusion 
RESPONSE TO arguments 
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4. Applicant's arguments filed 4/25/07 has been fully considered but they are moot in 
view of new grounds of rejections. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Clement B Graham whose telephone number is 703- 
305-1874. The examiner can normally be reached on 7am to 5pm. 
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hyung S. Sough can be reached on 703-308-0505. The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-305-0040 
for regular communications and 703-305-0040 for After Final communications. 
Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 

CG 

January 16, 2007 




PRIMARY EXAMINER 



